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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ORIG NAL SUT NO 1 OF 2008
STATE OF HARYANA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF PUNJAB & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for interimrelief and office report)

W TH
ORGNL. SU' T NO. 2 of 2007

Date: 27/01/2014 These Suits were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN

Counsel for the parties

Ej az Magbool , Adv.

Shi vendra Dwi vedi, Adv.
Tani ma Ki shore, Adv.

M i gank Prabhakar, Adv.

R'S. Suri, Sr. Adv.

Mohan V. Katarki, adv.
Arun Kat hpal i a, Adv.
Jagjit Singh Chhabra, Adv.
Vi nay K Shail endra, Adv.

V. K. Sharnma, Adv.

S. S. Shamshery, AAG
Bhar at Sood, Adv.

Ri tesh Prakash Yadav, Adv.
I rshad Ahnmad, Adv.

Manjit Singh, AAG
Tarjit Singh, Adv.

J.S. Attri, Sr. Adv.
Vari nder Kr. Sharmm, Adv.
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D. K. Thakur, Adv.
Chandan Kunar, Adv.
Sushma Suri, Adv.
M. D.S. Mahra, Adv.
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s. Anil Katiyar, Adv. (NP)

R Gopal akri shnan, Adv.
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Sudar shan Singh Rawat, Adv. (NP)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng



ORDER

Learned counsel on either side subnmit that this matter be
al so placed before the Registrar for the purpose of cross-
exam nation of witnesses as Original Suit No. 2 of 2007 is also
pendi ng before the Registrar.

O dered accordingly.

Learned counsel for the State of Haryana also submitted
that in the previous order dated October 18, 2013 passed in OS NO
2 of 2007, it has been recorded that the Union of India has filed
its evidence, but, in fact, it is not so. Submi ssion recorded.
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